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| wish The Oregonian had contacted me before poSting the “Nuts about Trees” Editorial.
http://www.oregonlive.com/opinion/index.ssf/2015/11/nuts about trees editorial age.ht
mi#incart 2box opinion

If that had happened, perhaps the Editorial would have skipped inflammatory verbiage
on my Tree Code amendment proposal, such as the comments, “four members of the
city's Tree Project Oversight Advisory Committee.... quit and walked off.... to protest
the stunning last-minute distribution of a city memo framing a possible policy change
to protect old large trees at potentially enormous expense to property owners”. And,
“Has anyone, meanwhile, heard about Portland's affordable housing crisis? Metro,
the regional government, estimates the number of Portland households will multiply
by more than 40 percent over 2005 levels by 2035. Trees could be in the way. The
city's tree rules are already too restrictive.”

Consider the facts.

1. My proposal, posted here,
http://www.portlandonline.com/fritz/index.cfm?c=49205&a=552391, is a
potential Code change in response to Council concerns on loss of especially
large trees in development situations. I'm asking the Tree Oversight Advisory
Committee, the Urban Forestry Commission, and the Development Review
Advisory Committee for comments and amendments. It's early in the process,
not “last minute”.

2. The proposed “restriction” is for additional steps and mitigation before cutting
trees 45” or more in diameter in development situations. It is not “potentially
enormous expense” for most property owners.

3. The Bureau of Development Services (BDS) issued 4,824 construction permits in
the first 9 months of 2015. Those 4,824 permits allowed 659 trees to be
removed.

4. Of those 4,824 permits and 659 trees removed, only 18 trees were cut that were
45 inches or more in diameter, from 11 sites.

It's hard to understand The Oregonian’s assertion that asking 11 of 4.824 developers
to think carefully when cutting trees 45” wide or greater is “too restrictive” to meet infill
goals. Many Portlanders claim my proposal doesn’t go far enough. They've asked to
delay development permits and charge more for tree removals that involve cutting
trees 20+ inches in diameter, rather than 45", especially for some native species that
rarely reach 45

In the future, hopefully community advisory committee members and newspaper
editors will consider the facts before responding with outrage to proposals generated
by City Council members in response to community concerns.
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| am proud of carrying the adoption of the Tree Code in 2011, despite not being in
charge of either Parks with the Urban Forestry staff, or the Bureau of Development
Services (BDS) at that time. | felt privileged to lead its implementation in 2015 as the
Commissioner assigned both bureaus by Mayor Hales, until BDS was reassigned in
July. Commissioner Saltzman and | have collaborated to coordinate Parks and BDS
since then.

Portland’s trees are important for multiple values. Combating climate disruption,
reducing stormwater management costs, increasing home values, and protecting
neighborhood character are just the beginning of the list of proven virtues of
protecting and planting trees. Being named Tree City USA over 30 times represents
more than a nice accolade. It reflects a fundamental core value of our community.





